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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment filed on 2 October 2006. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5-8 have been amended. Claims 4 and 9-18 have been cancelled by 
the Applicant. 

3. The rejection of Claims 1-8 under 35 USC 112, 2 nd paragraph, has been 
withdrawn necessitated by the amendment. The rejection of Claims 4-6 under 35 USC 

1 12, 2 nd paragraph, has been withdrawn necessitated by the amendment. The rejection 
of Claims 1-6 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gentile et al (US 
Patent #4,636,179, patented 1/13/1987) has been withdrawn necessitated by the 
amendment. The rejection of claims 7-8 under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gentile et al (US Patent #4,636,179, patented 1/13/1987) in further view of Kachel 
et al (US Patent #5,156,270, patented 10/20/1992) has been withdrawn necessitated by 
the amendment. 

4. Claims 1-3, and 5-8 are pending. Claim 1 is an independent claim. 

Drawings 

5. The drawings filed on 2 December 2003 are now accepted by the Examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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7. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

8. Claim 1 recites the limitation "said presentation folder supply" in line 10. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1-3, and 5-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gentile et al (US Patent #4,636,179, patented 1/13/1987) in further view of Cordes 
(US PGPub 2005/0070410, filed 3/18/2004, provisional application filed 9/29/2003) 

As per independent claim 1 , Gentile et al discloses a method comprising: 
• Obtaining data relating to an event (Column 3, lines 45-52; Column 7, lines 7- 
10: Discloses promotional literature which one may distribute to existing 
business customers or clients wherein the folder contains information relating 
to the products, services or business of the party who provided the folder. 
Since the folder is being distribute to an existing business customer or client, 
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then its inherent that the business customer or client data has been obtained 
for the folder to be distribute to that customer or client.) 

• Providing at least one individual blank suitable for use as a presentation 
folder from an individual supply (FIG 2; Column 4, lines 62-65; Column 3, 
lines 45-53: Folder is used for promotional literature distribute to existing or 
potential customers, where in the folder contains information relating to the 
products, services or business of the party who provided the folder. Thus, 
since the folder is being distributed to a individual business contact, it is being 
presented to the contact presenting the party's information, hence a 
presentation folder. Furthermore, since the base sheet was provided to create 
the folder, then it is inherent that it came from a supply.) 

• Supplying at least one individual sheet suitable for forming into a pocket 
(Column 4, lines 23-34: overlapping sheet) 

• Forming said sheet into at least one pocket (Column 4, lines 35-38) 

• Printing said at least one sheet with at least a portion of data, (Column 4, 
lines 26-45; Column 7, lines 7-10) 

Gentile et al fail to specifically disclose at least names of attendee for the event. 
Gentile et al does disclose the ability to distribute information to existing business 
customers or clients in the event of a client receiving a folder distributed to the client, 
containing information relating to the products, services or business of the practice party 
who provided the folder. (Column 3, lines 45-52) Furthermore, it was well-known in the 
art at the time of Applicant's invention to provide (or print, etc) the name of the 
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attendee's in or on folders for special events. It would have been obvious to one 
ordinary skill in the art that Gentile et al's folder invention included names of the 
attendees, of existing business clients, for the event of receiving a folder since it would 
provided accurate identification of the client or customer receiving the folder. 

Furthermore, Gentile et al discloses printing said blanks to create an 
individualized printed blanks. (Column 5, lines 7-11) However, Gentile et al fails to 
specifically disclose printing at least a portion of data, and with said printing on said at 
least one pockets cooperating with said print blanks to form a personalized 
communication on each of said presentation folders for each attendee. Therefore, it was 
well-known in the art at the time of Applicant's invention to have printed or provided 
some sort of information on pockets of folders, relating to an event. Since Gentile et al 
discloses the ability to distribute a folder containing company information to a existing 
business client, wherein its inherent that data regarding about the client has been 
obtained, (Column 3, lines 45-52) it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of Applicant's invention to modify Gentile et al's folder invention to 
print information of the business client, such as the name, on the blank since it would 
have provided the benefit of showing a communication of giving the intended and 
identifying ownership of the folder to the specific client since the presentation folder has 
been prepared for the business client presented by the party. 

In addition, Gentile et al fails to specifically disclose supplying at least one 
individual sheet suitable for forming a pocket from an individual stock from said 
presentation folder supply, and connecting said at least one pocket to said blanks to 
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create an individualized presentation folder. However, Cordes discloses create a 
presentation folder wherein the pockets are supplied from a separate sheet used to 
create a pocket and the pocket is attached/applied to the folder sheet to create a 
presentation folder with pockets. (FIG 1-6, Paragraph 0021, 0023). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to have modified Gentile's ability to create a folder with Cordes's 
ability to attached pockets to a folder since it would provided the benefit of a simple and 
inexpensive method of making presentation folders with attached pockets. 

As per dependent Claim 2, Gentile et al discloses a method further includes 
information relating to at least one product or services being offered by a presenter for 
the event. (Column 3, lines 48-52: the folder discloses information relating the products, 
services or business of the party who provided the folder.) 

As per dependent Claim 3, Claim 3 recites similar limitations as in Claim 1 and is 
similarly rejected under rationale. Claim 1 clearly states that another sheet is 
introduced, from another supply, to form a pocket, thus that sheet is a second sheet that 
is used to create a pocket. 

As per dependent Claim 5, Claim 5 recites similar limitations as in Claim 1 and is 
similarly rejected under rationale. Furthermore, Gentile et al discloses providing data 
related to a presenter (Column 3, lines 48-52) 

As per dependent Claim 6, Claim 6 recites similar limitations as in Claim 1 and is 
similar rejected under rationale. Furthermore, in conjunction with the rationale 
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incorporated of printing business client or customer information from Claim 1 , client data 
is merged with presenter when the business client's information is printed on the folder 
while the presenter's information relating to products and service provided within the 
folder, (Column 3, lines 48-53; Column 7, lines 7-10) thus resulting in a merging of 
information between the client and the presenter. 

1 1 . Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gentile et al (US Patent #4,636,179, patented 1/13/1987) in further view of Cordes (US 
PGPub 2005/0070410, filed 3/18/2004, provisional application filed 9/29/2003) in further 
view of Kachel etal (US Patent #5,156,270, patented 10/20/1992). 

As per dependent Claims 7 and 8, Gentile et al and Cordes fail to include 
packaging the presentation folders and distributing the presentation folders after 
packaging. However, Kachel et al discloses a method for packaging and dispensing 
(distributing) folders. (Abstract, line 1; Column 1, lines 14-16) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to have modify Gentile et al's folder creation and Cordes' 
attachable pockets made from separate sheets with Kachel et al's packaging and 
dispensing of folders would have provided the benefit of easily and economically 
storing, transporting, and dispensing folders. 



Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3, and 5-8 have been considered 
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but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In regards to the arguments addressed by the Applicant referring to the new 
limitations of Claims 1-3, and 5-8 brought forth in the amendment has change the scope 
of the independent claims in regards of supplying at least one individual sheet suitable 
for forming into a pocket from an individual stock different from said presentation folder 
supply has been viewed by the new grounds of rejection under Cordes. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Faber whose telephone number is 571-272-2751. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 8am to 430pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong, can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 





